










































































Heritage as Common Good - The case of the architectural heritage





























































































































































































































































































































１） Bobbio, N (1980): “Pubblico/Privato”, Enciclopedia; Vol. XI, 



















た論文集、Committee on the Human Dimensions of Global 
Change (2002): The Drama of the COMMONS; The National 



















ティス（Salvatore Settis, 1941-）の業績を参照。Settis, S (2012): 
Azione popolare. Cittadini per il bene comune; Giulio Einaudi 
editore, Torino 228 pp. 「Wellbeing」については、Sen, A (1999): 
Commodities and Capabilities; Oxford India Paperbacks, New 
Delhi, 89pp （初版は1987, Oxford University Press）を参照。
７） ギャレット・ハーディン（Garret Hardin, 1915-2003）、アメリ
カ人の生物学者。「The Tragedy of the Commons」『Science』、








「6. «Commons» e «Anticommons»: due opposte “tragedie”」;
同上 p.p. 83-90 を参照。
９） マイケル・ヘッラー（Michael Heller, 1963- ）、アメリカ人
の 法 律 家。「The Tragedy of the Anticommons. Property 
in the transition from Marx to Markets」『Harvard Law 
Review』, January 1998。北富士市で行われた『国際コモン
ズ大会第14回世界大会（北富士大会）』14th Biennal IASC 
(International Association for the Study of the Commons) 
Global Conference, Japan, 3-7 June 2013, Mount Fuji, Lake 




10） マンサー・オルソン（Mancur Olson, 1932-1998）、アメリカの経
済学者、社会学者、『集合行為論』で知られている。Olson, M (1965): 
The Logic of Collective Action. Public Goods and the Theory 
of Groups; Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass.. 
Ostrom, E (1990): “The logic of collective action”, Governing the 
Commons - The Evolution of Institutions for Collective Action; 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge/New York, p.p. 5-7.
11） エリノア・オストロム（Elinor Ostrom, 1933 – 2012）、アメ
リカ人の経済学者で、2009年にノーベル経済学賞を受賞。
『Governing the Commons – The Evolution of Institutions for 
Collective Action』, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge/
New York 1990. 山中湖村（山梨県）を日本の事例として分析
している：「Hirano, Nagaike, and Yamanoka (sic) villages in 
Japan」, pp. 65-69.
12） Settis, S（2012）、同上、p. 90．
13） (2007): “Council of Europe Framework Convention on the 
Value of Cultural Heritage for Society, 27 October 2005”, 
International Journal of Cultural Property; Vol. 14, No. 4 (Nov. 
2007), p.p. 432-440.
14） (2011): ICOMOS General Assembly, Paris: Heritage as a driver 
of development. 最近では、Toyama Proposal on Heritage and 




15） Article 5. The conservation of monuments is always 
facilitated by making use of them for some socially useful 
purpose. Such use is therefore desirable but it must not 
change the lay-out or decoration of the building. It is within 
these limits only that modifications demanded by a change 
of function should be envisaged and may be permitted, the 
Venice Charter, ICOMOS 1964.
16） Article 5. To ensure that effective and active measures are 
taken for the protection, conservation and presentation of 
the cultural and natural heritage situated on its territory, 
each State Party to this Convention shall endeavor, in so far 
as possible, and as appropriate for each country: 1. to adopt 
a general policy which aims to give the cultural and natural 
heritage a function in the life of the community and to 
integrate the protection of that heritage into comprehensive 
planning programmes, the Convention for the Protection of 
the World Natural and Cultural heritage, UNESCO 1972.
17） Settis, S（2012）、同上、 p.p.82-83.
18） アマルティア・セン（Amartya Kumar Sen, 1933- ）、インド人
の経済学者、1998年ノーベル経済学賞受賞者。
19） マーサ・ヌスバウム （Martha C. Nussbaum, 1947-）, アメリ





える。Nussbaum, M C, Sen, A K (ed.) (1993): The Quality of 
Life; The United Nations University, reprinted (2009) Oxford 
University Press 453 ppは、1988年にヘルシンキ（フィンラ
ンド）会議での論文をまとめたものである。
20） (2004): Human Development Report. Cultural liberty 
in today’s diverse world; United Nations Development 










Abstract:  In the dichotomies established by the Western thought, 
“public” is opposite to “private”, but also to “secret”. These 
concepts, linked to different aspects regulating our society and 
developed through many centuries starting from the Roman law, 
have also an influence on the management and access to cultural 
heritage, such as historic architectures. The field of conservation, 
restoration and management of historic monuments has 
developed its own methods and guidelines, however sometimes 
seems to be left aside from the real changes in society, if not 
even felt as a impediment to its progress. Therefore, in order to 
solve this issue and ensure that the field of heritage conservation 
could play an active role inside the society and its continuous 
transformation, attention has been drawn to the ownership and 
the regulation of common goods, of which historic monuments 
and sites should be part of. Although it originally pertained to 
the socio-economic, philosophical and legal fields, the concept of 
“common good” or “commons” is the more and more frequently 
used in relation to cultural heritage. Reflecting on “public 
heritage” and, in particular, on “public architecture”, it seems 
interesting to look back at the past debate over the public nature 
of architecture and its contribution to society, especially when it 
has been recognized as a cultural asset. Already in the Venice 
Charter (1964) a social use of the monuments is considered to be 
desirable, while the World Heritage Convention (1972) underlines 
the importance to give the heritage “a function in the life of the 
community”. These arguments have led to underline heritage to 
be “a driver of development” (ICOMOS General Assembly, Paris 
2011) and to link it with strengthening the human capabilities, one 
of the most important of which is considered to be the cultural 
dimension. In this respect, the access to heritage and its role as a 
place of cultural interchange becomes an essential factor.
